thc 


, 4 — 


OXFORD, 


DISCOURSE: 
Concerning the 


Wozſhip of Images. 


Preached before the 


UNIVERSITY 


On the 24th of May, 1686. 


By GEORGE TULLIEF Sab-Dean of Tort, &c. 
For which he was Suſpended. 


— 


IMPRIMATUR, 


Apr. 7. 1689. Z. Iam R. P. D. Henrico 
Epiſc. Land. a Sacris, 


— — p 


w 1 — 


. 
LONDON: 


Printed for Ric. Chiſwell at the Roſe end Crows in 
| ; St. Paal's Church Tard, M DCLXXXIX. | 


—_— —-— 


_—_— 


— 


1 — 


— 


— 


To the Right Honourable, and Right 
— Father in God, HE NAT 
Lord Biſhop of London , one of his 
Majeſtics moſt Honourable Privy 


Council. 


My LORD, 
Ince the true Reaſons of —_— inflifted ups 
on ſuch private and obſcure Perſons, as my ſelf, 
are many times not rightly under ſtood by ſome, 
and miſrepreſented by others, and thereby leave 4 
Stain bebind them, and that this I found was my Caſe, 
at the time of my Suſpenſi ion; I thought I ſhould he want - 
ins to my ſelf, if at this Juncture, ( when , God be 
thank'd, an honeſt Zeal againſt Popery is no longer 
Criminal ) did not publiſh that Sermon, which browght 
the Rage of the Papiſts, and 4 Suſpenſion upon me. 
My Lord, tif not from any Opinion I have of the Per- 
formance it ſelf , that I now make it publick; for I am 
too well acquainted with the excellent Trafts which the 
Di vines f our Church have publiſh d, as upon «others , 
fo likewiſe upon this Argument , ſince the time of my 
preaching this Sermon, to entertain any ſuch fooliſh con- 
ceit of it ; Nor ſhall I here take occaſion to reflect upen 
that venerable Bech, the Dean and Chapter of York, 

A 2 who 


/ The Epiſile Dedicatory. 


who were pleas'd, immediately upon the receit of a Ler- 
ter from the King , to Suſpend me there for this Diſ- 
courſe preach'd before the Univerſity of Oxford; and 
that wit bout as much as the leaſt Summons, Cita- 
tion, or ordinary Civility of a private Letter to ac» 
quaint me with their Summary proceedings againſt" me, 
tho "twas Viſible enough, that as the management of their 
Cenſure was unprt ſidented, and then a leading Caſe ; [6 
bad it not been without fatal Effects upon the Clergy, 
had not your Lordſhip , in a moſt generous and heraick 
Manner, put a ſtop to it here in the very ſame Caſe of the 
Reverend the Dean of Norwich. My Lord, as Thad 
the Flonour ( for ſuch even then I eſteem'd it) to be 
the firſt Clergy-Man in England who ſuffer'd in 
thoſe days in the Defence of our Religion againſt Popiſh 
Superſtition. and Idolatry; So 1 ly beg, that your 
Lerdſbip's being ſhortly after made the greateſt and mo 
eminent Inſtance of Suffering in the ſame excellent ar 
way excuſe the Preſumption of this Dedication, in 


My LORD, 
Your Lordſhips moſt Obedient 

and Devoted Servant 
GEO. TULLIF. 


EXOD, 


E X OD. XX. zer. 4, and part of ver. 5. 


Thou ſhalt not make to thy ſelf any graven Image, nor 
the likeneſs of any thing that is in heaven above , 
ar in the earth beneath, or in the water under the 


earth, 


Thou ſhalt net bow down to them, nor worſhip them. 


Hele Words being an expreſs Law or Come 
mand, of a Moral, and therefore perpetual, 
Obligation, cnforc'd upon us, above any of 
the other, not only with the particular Rea- 
ſon of it, The Jealouſy. of that Great God in 

Relation to lus Honour, who himſelf promulg d it; bur 

likewiſe, with a moſt ſevere and terrible Sandlion, of viſt 

ting this great Tuiquity, as the Breach of it ſeems peculiarly 
to be tiled , unto the third and fourth Generation ; and 
laſtly, with the moſt ample Reward, of ſhewing Mercy unto 
thouſands of them that keep it; (who ſcem here to be faid 

Ly way of Eminency, to Love God, as they, who violate 

the Command, to Hate him ;) It concerns, doubtleſs, the 

Chriſtian as highly as ever it did the Jewiſh Church, to 

enquire into the true Senſe and import of that Law, which 

God himſelf has bound fo faſt upon us; leſt ſome of us 

Chriſtians alſo, whilſt we trifle and diſtinguiſh to palliate 

an unwarrantable Practice in the Church, become [dola- 

ters, as were ſome of them. My preſcnt buſineſs therefore 
ſhall 


I. To aſſert and explain the genuice Scaſe and Meaning 
of. this Command ment. 


IL To 
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IT. To enquire into the Doctrine and Practice of the 
Church of Rome, in relation to this way of Worſhip. 

M. To confider , how they juſtify themſetves from the 
Imputation conſequent upon it. 

And this with u hat brevity the Copiouſneſs of the Ar- 
gument, and with what plainneſs the Nature of it will ad- 
mir. 

And firſt, 1 am to aſſert and explain the genuine Sen& 
and Meaning of this Commandment. 

In order to the diſtinct underſtanding whereof, I find it 
abſolutely requiſite ; Firſt, To remove thoſe falſe Gloſles 
and Conſtructions which the Sopluſtry of ſome Men have 
put upon it, which, if left untouched, would darken and 
85 the otherwiſe moſt evident Proofs of its true Senſe 

Import. 

Now that Expoſition which reſtrains the /mages and S. 
militades, mention'd in this Command, to the Kepreſenta- 
tions of falſe and fAitious Gods ; and the worſhip prohibi- 
ted, to the worſhipping them for Gods, being the moſt 
uſual amongſt our Adverſaries, and the likeſt to ſtand in 
our Light ; we had beſt, I think, tor brevity's ſake, confine 
our ſelves to the conſideration of that, and ſhew, 

1, That they have no reaſonable Colour tor retraining 
the Images here ſpoken of, to the Repreſentations of falſe 
Gods. And that 

244%, Neither Gentile nor Jewiſh Idolaters did ever wor- 
ſhip ſach Repreſentations er Gods ; and conſequently, fuch 
worſhip could never be intended in this Prohibition be- 
fore us. 

Firſt, That our Adverſaries have no reaſonable Colour 
for reſtraining the Images here mention d, to the Repreſen- 
rations of falſe Gods only. 

And here one would have expected ſome ſhrewd Au- 
thority, an convincing Reaſon for fo ſtraitlac'd a Con- 
ſtruction of 2 moſt plain, full, and comprehenſive Law ; 

and 


the Worfbip of Images. 3 
and yet, after all, the burden of the ne miſerab 
ends in the ifhcation of the Greet Word, 
Se, by which it ſeems the Seventy had the good luck to 
Tranſlate the Herres word Feſel, in their verſion of this 
Law. And thus behold a pure Logomachy or Striſe of words 
made the chief Foundation of an aukward Senſe of ſo ex- 
preſs, ſo important # Commandment ; a june and inſi- 
id fort of Conteſt This, I confeſs ; but the miſery is, 4 
endant is obliged to follow a litigious Plaintiff into what 
Court ſoever he thinks fit to remove his Cauſe. And 
here, tho one would think 'twere every whit as reaſonable 
to have recourſe to the import of an original Word for the 
Senſe of a Law, as to Verſion of it; « word moſt proper- 
ly ſgnificative of any thing carv'd or engraven ; a word 
render d by the fame Seventy almoſt conſtantly in that 
large Senſe, by the Chaldee and Syriac Interpreters of the 
place [mage ; by Jereme, and other Lu Tranſlators, /doluns, 
Sculptile, and Image indifferently ; by their own dear Vul- 
gar Latin, Sca/prile, in this very place; yet, to throw them 
all this in for quierneſs ſake, comes Clemens of Alex» 
andrija, a great Critick, as well as a Divine, reciting this 
Law, to uſe the words, πο Ne, ne, and , in- 
ſtead of this fo highly ſignificant word nne? Nay, 
what is more ſtrange, How comes not only he, in his Fre- 
17 but Origes in his fourth Book againſt Ce/far , 
2 in Martyr in his Dialogue with Tele the Jew, 
u to omit the word in their Citations of this 
Law, ufing only e and Guns Of fo little peculiar 
importance, did they think it ; and yet am l apt to believe, 
they underſtood the Senſe of the Command, and the Sig- 
nification of Words in their own Language, as well as 
niceſt 7 _ a = * — any — them. 
Nay, fo far is this wor y denoting the Repre- 
ſentation of 3 falſe God, thar, on the contrary, there's no- 


thing more certain, than —_— 
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fte to worſhip the true God by, actually does. and 

ly may, come under the fame Denominarion. ON 
Stephen calls the Golden Calf, an Ida, ( As 7. 17 and 
yet it was only a Symbolical Repreſentation of the Great 
God, Jehroah, as we thall fee hereafter. Thus, again, 
their own celebrated vulgar Verſion , unluckily (tiles the 
Image that Aicah's Mother made, {dolam; and yet this 
was wholly dedicated unto the Lord, ſays the Text, 
(Jadges 17. 3.) And what in fine, is more evident, than that 
the Fathers, who branded the C ar pocratian Hereticks with 
the Imputation of Id date, for — [mages of 
Chriſt; and the Arrians hikewiſe, for worſhipping Chrif 


himſelf, whileſt they thought him but a Creature; (tiling 
even our bleſſed Lord an ds! to them, who Worſhip'd him 
under that Notion.) What, I ay, is more evident, than 
that they look d on every thing as an /do/ that was wor- 
ſhipped, beſides the only true God ; and ſuch Worſhippers, 
Idolaters; and conſequently , muſt have underſtood the 


word doi, to have imported a great deal more than the 
Repreſentation of a falle or ſictitious God. But ſhould we 
kt all this go for nothing, (as perhaps it would be thought 
hard to differ for a Word) yet cannot any reaſonable Man 
imagine why the other word Temanab, mention d in the 
Law; a word moſt amply expreilive of 2% manner of Si 
wilitade whatſrever, and by which the Divine Wiſdom 
ſeems moſt induſtriouſly to have provided againſt all poſ- 
ſible Evaſions; Why this, I fay, ſhould be cither ſupinely 
flur d over, or moſt boldly and unwarrantably confined to 
the narrow, and that falicly ſuppos'd, Signification of the 
jormer word «Aw, For, to ſay no more, is it not more 
taitable ro the received Notions of Mankind in this parti- 
cular, to interpret a precedent by a ſubſequent word, ra- 
ther than a ſubſequent word by a precedent ; a ſubſequent 
word, eipccially, of « molt comprehenſive 8 ion, 
by a precedent of a very narrow and confincd one 2 ws 
wou 


o 


„but to any Perſon 
al whatever | would only know , I ay, whether ar 
, he who ſhould cxplain the fublquent Terms. of auy 


than the other , would not be thought guilty of a very 
ſawcy and wilful Milconſtruction of tus Holineſos plcaſure 


A 


nd - | have ſhown, That they egen. 


Colour for reſtraining the [mages and Similitudes 
tion d in this Commandment, to the Repeckmations e 


Gods ; and tha ——— 2 

1 8 * Ys 

94 221 be the Intention of this — 
ment is an Interpretation one y 
have expected from the pen of a Jcluir, W 
everlaſing Caviller of that Church ; but 42. — 
methmks, to find ſuch wretched Stuit in fo 4 
Record, as the Catechiſm «d Paroch. 

For firſt, all falſe Objefts of Worſhip, (and foch mull be 
all —— es worſhipped for Gods ) * mani protubir 
fixlt Commandment, Car, if they will have it fo, 
tothe d Parr or Clanſe of it,] Tes bait have w 
Gods but: me, L e. thou ſhalt worthip nothing, but, me z 


r 


that Notion in the ſecond „ ; 1 
re the ings e 
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dom gui A rather than themſelves. And 
j would not any indifferent Man be apt to think 
them hard put tot for « Salve to their own Practice, when 
they are forc'd to ſuppoſe the All-wiſe Lawgiver to have 
ſpent fo _ Words, in a ſhort Comprehenſion of Laws, 
upon the ibition of that which tis next to Impoſſible, 
in the very nature of the thing, any Man in his Wits 
ſhould ever be guilty of ? For is it indeed, as much as fair- 
ly ſuppoſeable, that any thing in the ſhape of a reaſonable 
8 ſhould take the Image, #. e. the Likeneſs or Repre- 
ſentation of a thing , for the thing it ſelf; take it for a Re- 
preſentation , not for a R ation at the fame 
time? I know not, I confeſs, what they may think cre- 
dible , who can roundly take a Sign for the thing ſigni 
fied ; but other People, who are not fo much us'd to Con- 
traditions, will not — t- caſily di the belief of 
it. If then they cannot reaſonably be m'd ro have ta- 
ken the Likeneſs of a God, for the very God himſelf whoſe 
it was, they could not worſhip i for ſuch; and conſequent- 

, God could not here it the worſhip of Images for 

s; which was the Point to be provid. And of which 
incidentally, more hereafter. 

Having thus clear d- the way, by a ſhort removal of the 
chief part of that Dirt and Rubbiſh, which obſtructed our 
Paſhge ; we may now go a little more cleanly and direct 
ty on, to the true Senſe and Import of this Commandment, 
which we aſſert to be this, That we are hereby forbid to wor- 


ſhip the true God by all corporeal Figures and Repreſen- 
rations. 


himſelf to be the only proper digg ef Worthy in Ge 
to only proper Ob; Worſhip in 
fition to all falſe Objects of it, which the groſs e 
might Figure to themſelves ; ſo, here in the Law before 
us, he ibits that corrupt way or manner, whereby the 
more intelligent Heathens, at leaſt, and amongſt the reſt, 
the 


the Worſbip of Images. 
the Egyptians, ( whoſe Rites and Cuſtoms his own People 
i tow be 141 renin) 6d ah 
ing it 2 not repugnant to his 
ſole Reloand Stonard, but —— a 


in this particular; 
would do well to confider, who li 
clearer Revelations of the Divine Wi 
ever the Jews themſelves could pretend to, retain yet the 
worſhip here forbid , ſo manifeſt 
preſs Declaration of his Will, and the 
ture. 

But to be a little more diſtin, I ſhall endcavour to make 
out this Senſe of the Commandment. 

t. From the Notion of Image-worthip, as practice d by 
the Heathens. And 

2. From thoſe Reaſons, by which the Prohibition in the 
Text is further enforce'd ; and ſome particular Inſtances of 
the contrary Practice related in Scripture. And 

3- From the Senſe of Antiquity in the matter. 


tions 

their 1 0 
Analogica Repreſentations 
they paid Divine Worſhip, is ſo 
1 — — — der Opinions 

we their 1 " thei ini 
— that no doubt but a lia, Ce 
were they to write now, would 
of Miſrepreſentation, 18 — People, 
zZ 
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preſenters do theirs Nec fimulacram, nec Damonizans colo, 
lays the Heathen in St. Auſtir, Cin Pſal. 111.) ſed per * 
gem corperalem cjus rei gnum intacor, quam colere deles. 
And it appears from the Dulcourle of Je of Theſſalonica, 
recorded in the ſiſtb Action.pf that Synod, which firſt eſta- 
bliſh'd this hopeful way of Worſhip in Chriftexdem, that 
the Heathen at thut tune denied they worſhipped Images, 
but only the Spiritual Powers through them. Nay, tar- 
ther, that the more Learned thinking parts of the Gentile- 
World, as the Schools of Secrates and Plato amongſt the 
Greets, did worſhip one true Supreme Cod, by ſome of 
gt their Images; as likewiſe did the wiſer Feyprians, a raticnal 
and contemplative People, by theirs, is ſo largely, ſo learnedly 
evinc'd by an unanſwerable Writer of our own Church; 
that 'tis but manners his Labour ſhould ſuperſede any 
others upon this Argument, too copious to admit of any 
more than a bare mention here. I only therefore briei- 
ly Remark, without deſcending to Particulars, That if we 
will allow the wiſer Heathens to have had any Notions 
of one Supreme God, ( and he muſt be a great Stranger, 
not only to theirs, but to Chriſtian Writers concerning 
them, who will not allow them to have had very noble and 
A we mult likewiſe grant that they worſhipped 

ns mealure proportionable to choſe Notices and Con- 
ceptions they had of ham. Agrecable hereunto the great 
Apoſtle, in the ſſt Chapter of his Epiſtle to the Romans, 
ipeaking of the Hes then Pliiloſophers, as Chry/oſtom obſerves, 
n God, even the Eter- 


hkewike, to have glorified him in their Devotions, only 
did not glority him as God, but in a way unſui- 
infinite PerſeRions of his Nature, that is, as 
ws himſell in u 23. by corporcal Images 


Thus 


. 
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Thus again, The me Apoll le in his Encounter With 
the Wits of Athens, 44s 17, taking it for they 
acknowledg'd one Supreme God, tho indeed they had 
not ſuch clear and diſlinct Conceptions of him, but that 
he was full in 4 great meaſure e to them, as the 
. Inſcription uon this Altar filed brim, plainly telly us, that 
they worſhipped: hun ; | tor they u him whom 
he — ards declat d unto them, ing ta the Text ; 
( whom therefore ye ignorantly worſhip , declare 1 
ante you ) and he, I preſume, will by eaſily granted: to 
have been the true God. Their only fault laid in the 
means or manner of their Worſfup, the Images graven by 
Art and mans Device, things: © highly incongrubus to the 
tranſcendent Perſections of his Nature, as the 
there argues. And what he has aftirm'd of the Greet Phi- 
lolophers, Flatarch and others, who have writ concerning 
the - Egyprian Worſhip , alert equally of them; and in- 
deed, it ſeems abſurd, to imagine that they, who 
were ſo profoundly vers d in the — of the Creation; 
ſhould not in ſome meaſure PP Graner 
the 


by them, as well as other 
rality of this way e and lie rn 
(whoſe way ee 


God 12 — oi t hem, 


to have made a deep —_— Coppa 
people to whom this Law was given) we have good 
reaſon to conclude, That the Divine Wiſdom, which in the 


firſt Commandment forbad all falſe Odier of Worthip\, 
had in thisfecond a more pecular regard to this corrupt 
manner Of it. 

But, Au, this Senſe of the Law will farther appear from 
thoſe Reaſons by which tis farther enſore d, —_— 
EE 

The resten urgd by ber tho Re- 
—_— in the 4th of Dewterenomy, is, os 
J 
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they ſaw no manner of Similitade on the day that the 
Lord ſpate wnto them in Horeb, out of the midi} of the 
Fire : Where I would only defire to know, whether the 
force of that Reaſon be levell'd againſt making the R 
ſentations of falſe Gods, or the true; unleſs indeed they 
will have him a talſe God who ſpake to the People our of the 
midſt of the Fire. The Argument oſſer d againſt this Pra- 
ctice by the Evangelical Prophet, ſees to go a little far- 
ther than that urg d by Moſes, proceeding not upon the 
want of Countenance from God's non- appearance to them 
in any Similitude, but upon the intrinſick Abſurdity and 
Incongruity of the thing. AZ Nations, ſays he, before him 
are as wthing, and they are comnted to lum as leſs than no- 
thing, and vanity. To whom then will ye liken God er what 
likeneſs will ye compare unto bim? [\fa, 4. 17, Cc] Where | 
hope our Adverſarics will not be fo abfurd, as to make 
an Argument againſt Worſhipping the true God by Repre- 
ſentations derivd from the incomprehenſible Majeſty of 
— a diſſwaſive only from the worſhip of Heathen 
I 
If from the Reaſons by which the Law is enforc'd, 
we deſcend to particular Inſtances of the Violation of it; 
they are ſo impregnable an evidence of the truth of what we 
aſſert, that tis next to an affront to an intelligent Au 
dience to inſiſt upon them. For what Men in their Wits, 
but they who pretend to the faculty of making Gods 
themſelves, can — the Jewiſh High- Prieſt fo abſurd, 
as to have deſigu d the Golden Calf for the true God of 
Iſrael , or the to have worſhipp'd it as fuch? Was 
of the Work of his 


„ 


mention d in Contradiſtinction to thoſe who worſhip'd the 


the Worſbip of Images. 11 


fired one in his Capacity, upon the occaſion of his Ab- 
err mate us gods ; Or as Nebemiab has it, a G, 
which go before w; for, as for this Moſes, who went 
hefore as oat of the tend pr, we wot not what is become 
of him. So that they either before took Moſes that living 
Symbol of the Divine Preſence amongſt them, for a God,or 
did not now take the Calt for one, but only for a Sym- 
bolical Repreſentation and Preſence of him, agrecable to 
the Worſhip of Egypt. Or, muſt we, laſtly, to ſhew that 
theſe Jews were worſe than other People, ſuppoſe them 
indeed fo compleatly Sottiſh, as to have really taken the 
Calt for the God that brought them out of the Land of 
Etyst, even before it was made, whileſt the divine ſtupid 
thing la ſcatter'd in the Ear-rings of its future Vota- 
ries? 1 OL RE Ta SOT 

deſi — 


thoſe at Das and Bethel, we find them like wi 
for no other end, than viſible Symbols of the true 
Iſrael.” Feroboam, who ſet them up, never — Ton 
alreration in the Object, but only in the place of the 
ples worſhip ; as is evident from hence, that the Sin of 
Aba (who actually introduc'd the worſhip of a falſe 


God) is loaded with much greater vations than this 
of Jeroboam that the Worſhippers of As God, Baal, are 


tht time workip him: by ,L. Ce: That Jeb 
time ip him by s Calves; t ; 
ſtiles his Zeal sgainſt the Worſhi of Baal, a zeal far 
the Lord, i e. the eſtabliſh'd Worſhip of the Kingdom at 
(+ Ting 10.26] And indeed, Pal mult have been 
[2 A 10. 16. i m ve | 
as much out of his Policticks, of which he was perſectiy 
Maſter, as fome Men are out of their Divinity, had he 
gone about to have ſecured the Revolt made to him, (Bs 
only end he d in the made of their Worſhip) 
by the 100 of range iato it; that ng: 
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the very cauſe tor which, as Abijab had but juſt lately 
told lum, the Divine Vengeance rent the Kingdom from 
Colom u, and gave it to him, his Servant, LI Amgs 11. 11, 
31, 33-] and yet for all Jerobeam's good Intentions of di- 
recting his Worſhip to a right ultimate Object, the God 
of Iſrael, by the Calves; we know what that God thought 
of him for it. Thus, laſtly, were the Graven and the 
Molten Images of Micha, in the 17th of Judges, dedicated 
wnto the Lord, ſays the Text, to the worſhip of the only true 
God. As is farther evident from the Opinion he had, 
that the Lord would do him good for what he had donc; 
eſpecially, ſince he had got a Levite to Officiate in his 
little private Oratory ; which he had little reaſon to 
expect, if he worſhipp'd them either beſide , or in Oppo: 
ſition to that Lord from whom he expected the Blef- 


ſing. 

I hould now come to make out the ſame Senſe of this 
Commandment, from the third Medium I proposd ; The 
Sentiments of the Church in its pureſt Ages; ſhowing that 
the Fathers utterly condemn'd all manner of Images ſet up 
tor Religious Worſhip, ſuch as reſpected God particularly, 
and not meerly thoſe of the Heathen World, on conſi- 
derations peculiar to them; and this upon the ſtrength 
of the Prohibition in the Text, or other Places of the 
ſame import with it. But What I have faid, being fuf- 
ficient to give Tight to the true meaning of the Law, and 
the evincing of this Truth conſequent upon it, That 
in the Scripture-notion, a man may be guilty of Ido- 
latry, who Worſhips a right ultimate Object by an 
Image; I muſt be content to diſmiß this laſt Argument, 
becauſe it would require ſo juſt a Diſcourſe of it ſelf, that 
it * poſſibly be compriſed v it lun the limits allotted 
to this. 

proceed to the ſecond thing I propos d. The conſide 
ration of the Doctrine and Practice of the Church of Nome, 

c in 
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in relation to the Worſhip here prohibited ; and becauſe 
an Image being made a Medium of Worſhip, becomes 
likeu ile an intermediate Objef of it, the Original being 
worſhipped i and zy that Worſhip, which is relatively 
given to the Images; and becauſe this will appear in the 
Sequel ot this Diſcourſe, to be the true intent and mean» 
ing of the Church ; I ſhall conſider their Doctrine and 
Practice vnder the term of /mage-worſhip. 

But cannot but juſtly complain, before I go any fur- 
ther, of rhe great infincerity, that has of late been us d 
in repreſenting their Doctrines to the World. If wel 
believe the modern Palliators and Expoſitors, we have 
been upon a falſe Scent all this while ; our Forefathers , 
poor Men , either fondly or wilfully purſued the mi- 
ſtaken Ideas of their own Imagination, inſtead of artend- 
ing to the Intention of the Church ; and there needs 
now no more than an innocent turn to the State of any 
Controverſy betwixt us, finally to decide it. So that in 
truth, we have more ado now, to know what their 
Doctrines are, than to refute them; as if they too, as well 
as their ſecret Diſciples, were for a time to go in diſguiſe 
amongſt us. Now, of all the Points in diſpute betwixt 
us and them, there has certainly none been more artif 
cially dreſ d up, than this concerning the Worſhip of 
Babies ; as if Paint and Varniſh were as requiſite to the 
Doctrine, as the Subject of it. Our Eyes every day 
inform us, (if indeed we may truſt the Teſtimony of 
our Eyes) that they ſolemnly conſecrate them, ny 
them in Pomp and Proceſliors, ſet them up in 


Churches, over their very Altars, places moſt proper 
for Religious Worſhip, kiſs them, proſtrate themſelves 
to em, burn Lights and Incenſe to thetr Honour ; and 
yet they worſhip them! no, not they, honeſt Men, God 
torbid ! They are only /zcentiues to their Devotion, Re- 

; C membrancers 
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membrancers of their great Prototypes, and ſerve to fix 
their otherwiſe diſtracted Thoughts upon their right 
Objects. So thet to [peak preciſely, and according, to the 
Eeclefraftical Stile, when they luer the Image of an Ape 
le or Martyr , their intention i mot ſo much to bonour the 
Image , 4s to honowr the Apoſtle or Martyr in preſence of, 
or before the Image, ſays the Biſhop of Meazx , in his 
Palliation of the Doctrine of Image-worſhip; and from 
him, the e 

To wipe of which Facas, I ſhall prove in the firſt place, 
That that which is given beſere , or in the preſence of 
Images, call ine you will, has relation; or is 
* to only before them. 


Ne he ſame Learned Prelate, and 
his wee e the Repreſenter, would again 
qualify the matter by the foſter terms ot Iles, Reve- 
rence , Reſpett, ſuch a decewt Regard 'as is paid to holy 

and the like; 

| ſhowin the ſecond Place, That, what is thus 
piyen to, Images, is Religious Worſbip , properly fo 
Ca 

1. Then, that what is given before Images, has rela- 
tion, or is given e lmages. 

In order to the Proot whereof, I obſerve in the firſt 
place, that in the , Which we Hereticks 
thiok as ＋ Argument as the Ecclefialtick , to fall 


222 is as much as to fall down to them ; 
cither of them, as much as ro worſhip them. Thus 


Ab, in 2 Chres. 25. 14. is faid to have bow'd down 


not to, but Before the Gods of the — 
Seir, the of the Lord i 


of themna for & — wes tindied dre 


fo v. * Chros, 17. — 4 — with 2 Saw. 
2-37. to Pray to God , are equivalent 
Expreſſions. 
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And in the New Teffament, the worſhip 
which the Devil requir'd our Saviour to give him, is 
expreſs d in St. Late, by worſhipping before him ; ia» 
wenn coun ww, Chap. 4. ver. 7. And as the 
Scripture interprets ſuch Actions to be giving of wor- 
ſhip te the thing before which they are done; fo like- 
wiſe , tis certain their Chucrh intended no lefs. All 
their Divines unanimouſly , except two or three, who 
are cenſur d grievouſly for it, are full to this purpoſe, 
and expreſly conture this Opinion as Heterodox , and 
almoſt Hererical. And why have they perplex'd the 
Chriſtian World ſo long, with the ſtudied Jargon of 
their Shifts «and Diſtinctions, te us, that the Ho- 
nour, Worſhip, or whatever elſe you! call it here, that 
they give them, is either Subordraate, Tranſient, Rela» 
true, or the like. For, in ſhort, tis none at all, under 
what Denomination foever , it Images are only a bare 
external Occaſion or Circumſtance of ſuch Honour or 
Worſhip, as this Palliation pretends. What need all the 
Scholaſtick Pudder and Noiſe about that fort of Larria, 
as they are pleas'd to call it, which is given to Chriſt 
by Images, if the whole Myſtery amount to no more 
than giving it in their Preſence For what ſhould hin- 
der, why the moſt abſolute Divine Worſhip ſhould not 
be given him leere them, only as they call him to 
mind, to whom all imaginable Larrid is due? Accots 


dingly Befarmin and Saurer, diſcerning the r 
pre of this Opinion , as any Man might 


one would think, without the help of a Profpe@ive ; 
declare, like honeſt Men, that it utterly vicates the 
whole State of the Controverly ; and that if this Notion 
rakes place, the queſtion about the Worſhip of 1 
is at an end without farther diipure, and onght 
lutcly to be denied. 


C2 But 
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But becauſc all the Worthies of that Church hither. 
to, were only private, and the Biſhop of Meaux, per- 
haps a publick Doctor; I appeal in the ſecond Place, 
to that Council of Ne, which the Trent Divines con- 
firm as Avthentick ; and there we find them filed 
in one place, little better than mad ; in another, halt 
wicked, who affirm that Images are only to be retaind 
for helps to Memory, and not for Worſhip or Salu- 
tation; and not to multiply Inſtances in a Caſe fo no- 
torious, they are roundly Anathemariz'd in the ſeventh 
Action of that Sy nod, who come not up to the buſi- 
neſs of their Worſhip; and for the fake of common 
Senſe, why is the Notion of a relative Worſhip fo tre- 
quently repeated and inculcated by the great Spokeſ- 
men of that Senate, and inſiſted chiefly upon, as an 
healing Conſideration, in the very decree of the Tren- 
Council upon the fame SubjeRt , it there had then 
been no more in the wind , than only worſhipping in 
the Preſence of an Image, as an occaſion of, and an in- 
citement to that Duty : For as any Man's reaſon will 
inform him, this Notion of Relative Worſhip makes 
the Image an intermediate Object of Worſhip, tho 
the reaſon of ſuch Worſhip conſiſt not in the Image 
it ſelf, but in its Relation to the thing ——, 
and therefore I cannot but wonder what that Learned 
Prelate meant in his Appeal to the Decree of the Coun- 
cil of Treat, for the Confirmation of his Expoſition , 
unleſs he ſuppos'd that Hereticks had no Eyes in their 
Heads, which is all that's requiſite to refute him in this 
particular. For, beſides what I have juſt now faid, tis 
as 6. cody at mays make it that the Decree expreſly 

that Images are to be worſhipped, unleſs indeed, 
debitum cultum & vener at ionem mpertirt i | , bein 
a new Catholick Verſion to worſhip —— elſe be- 
fore them Secondly, 


; * * N _— * : 
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Secondly, One would think it had been every whit as 
obvious for the Reverend Fathers of the Council, to have 
expreſs'd themiclyes by boyos gui coram imaginibus exhi- 
betur, as qui tis exbibetar, and to have framed the tenor 
of the whole Decree accordingly, it that had been their 
intention. And in the third and laſt place, I would only 
deſire to know, Whether or no it be the ſame thing to 
worſhip before Images, and by them, the one the Lan- 
guage cf the Biſhop, the other of the Council ; at 
per imagines, ſay they ; not coram imaginibus, quas ofcu- 
lamus, and fo forth But any thing, it ſcems, rather 
than fail of making Converſions ; mates the more 
gilt the toys, the properer they are to wheedle the Chul- 
dren into the boſom ot their Pretended Mother ; and 1 
heartily wiſh that Learned man joy of the honour of 
being the firſt who ever yet could make a Doctrine pals 
for Catbolict, againſt the almoſt entirely univerſal vote 
of the Writers of his own Communion, and the express 
words of two of their Occumenical Councils: An happy 
man he, indeed, who can ſtamp that Character upon a 
Doctrine, for the vending whereof two or three diſſent- 
ing Brethren amongſt them, u hoſe Obſolete Opinion he 
has reviv'd, could hardly eſcape the Cenſure of Hereſie. 
And thus much for the Proof of the Firſt Propoſiti- 
on, That what is given before Images, has relation, or 
is given te them. I now come to prove in the Second 
Place, in oppoſition to a farther Palliation, reſpecting the 
Acts themſelves, ſtiling them only Honour, Reverence, 
Reſpeti, or the like, what is given to Images, 45 
Religions Worſhip, properly and ſtrictly ſo called. 
And the moſt natural way to do that, will be, 


1. To explain what we mean by Religious Worſhip. 
And then, 
>. To 
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2. To examine their afow'd Doctrine and Practice, in 
relation to hat give to lm⸗ Whereby it will 


diſtinQly appear, Whether or no the latter fall within the 
Notion of the former, which is the queſtion. 


Firſt then, I mean by Religious Worſhip, an awful 
acknowledgment of the Supreme Excellency, Power and 
Dominion of rhe — over us, his tranſcendent Ex- 
cellencie: raiſing in us the moſt proſound Honour for 
him, to which his Ahſolute Power and Dominion ſuper- 
add the more formal Reaſon of Worthip. Now man 
being a compound of Soul and Body, this acknowledg- 
ment muſt accordingly be twofold, interior of the one, 
and exteri'y of the other ; the latter being not only a 
ſign and indication of, but naturally conſequent upon the 
former, and as abſolutely requiſite, as is the publick ex 
ternal exerciſe of Religion, the greater advancement of 
God's Glory, and the acknowledgment of his ſuperiori 
ty over one part of us as well as another ;it being neceſ 
ſary, if for no other reaſon, to glorifie God in our Bo- 
dics as well as Spirits, becauſe they arc both God's; and 
an unanſwerable ment, that external actions muſt 
bear a part in the toe performance of Religious Wor- 
ſhip, is this, That otherwiſe we could never be certain 
of any falſe Worſhip in the World, fince the internal 
actions of the mind do not fall of themſelves within 
human cognizance: As to the former part of this Wor- 
ſhip, the internal veneration and ſubmiſſion of our Souls, 
there is no doubt at all, but that- he who gives that to 
Creatures, or any Images of them, givesthæm Religi 
Worſhip with a v ene, the oaly AEculey lies in the 
external actions of the Body, as Don ing of the Head, 
Genuflexion, Cr. which bent capable of different Co- 
firuttions, Civil as well as Regions, the main point of 

our 
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our preſent enquiry, muſt be how to know when fuch 
actions become of a Religions Sewification; for when 

do fo, they become acts of external Adoration, whi 
the common notions of mankind, ever ſince the world 
began, have determin'd to be parts of Relgious Wor- 
ſhip: And whence, I pray, ſhould ſuch actions take the 
particular denomination of Religions, but from what 
Phyſical Actions receive any other appellations ; and that 
is either poſitive appropriation to ſuch an uſe, or from 
the Circumſtances of Time, Place, Occafion, Object, 
and the like, ws well as intention of him that does them 
Thus, for inſtance, acts of Sacrifice and Incenſe, be- 
come act of Religious Worſhip, becauſe God appropri- 
ated them to his Service. Thus the Proflration which 
theDeovil-requir'd of our Saviour, was by hinvinterpret- 
ed Religious Worſhip, becauſe the occafion was argu- 
ment enough that lie could demand no other. Thus tho 
a man may kneel, bow his head, or incline his body to 


of 'Prayer, there pay the ſame- external acts 
to him, no man would ſtiek to pronoyfice them 
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fie morint,, ſays he, quomods ms novimus, ſed quid habeant, 
pro gud re habeant ara teſtatur. Thus again when S. Jobs 
in an Extacy fell down at the Feet of the Angel, that 
action likewiſe came under the notion of Religious Wor: 
ſhip ( which he bid him therefore give to God ) be- 
cauſe the Angel, the Objet to which it was done, 
was of a nature Superior in Power and Perfection to his 
own. For ſuch reſpects, proceeding not from any civil 
Relations to ſuch beings, of which they are not capa» 
ble, but from a ſtrange awful Apprehenſion of ſome 
ſecret Power and Superiarity they have over us; they 

rtake of the formal Reaſon of the Worſhip of God 

umſelt, and muſt therefore be look d upon as Religious. 
Upon the ſame ground, doubtleſs, did Sr. Peter inter- 
pret the Worſhip Cornelizs gave him to be Kela; 
from the extraordinary Sentiments which he faw he 
had of his Perſon, as of one above the Power and Pertc- 
ction of humane Nature; as ſufficiently appears from 
the Apoſtles bidding him fland up, for that he alſo was 
a man, [At 10] And thus all mankind naturally 
judg of fuch Actions without the leaſt Heſitancy or 
Demur, tho perhaps they never ſtate the Point, un- 
leis upon occaſion, nor attend to the reaſons why 
they do fo. And what, has been faid of ſuch Actions 


$ ; beſides, that, the 
being reſert d to the 2 


4 
atuch, chen lor che Explication of the term . of 
Religtous Worſhip, The next and moſt natural ad- 
Vance naw is, to examine whether or no, by the Au- 


thentick Doctrine, and che beſt authorized Pract; 


- 


— — — 
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of the. Church of Aer, any fuck Worſhip given to" 
Images. 


And firſt, I ſhall examine them in relation to the” 
firſt and principal part cf it, the internal Veneration 
and Submuſſion of the mind. This, [| preſume , _ 
the moſt conſiderable Part of that worſhip they are pleas 
to call Lis; for that, as the ſecond Council ot Nee 
deſcribes it, is done, C u and e in the Spi- 
rit or Mind. 

That St. Thomas, us the Phraſe is, and his numerous 
Adherents determind the worſhip of Latria, and con- 
— the moſt interior Devotion of the mind, to. 

wen to the Images of Chriſt, is notoriouſly knawn'; 
2 St. Thomas may vye wich any Biſhop in Earepe, 
in Approbations from Rome ; witnels the Elogies and 
noble Teſtimonies concerning him and bis Doctrine, 
by Jobs the 224 who Canoniz'd him by Pas! the 5th, 
[mnocent the 61h, Clement tlie 8th, Urban the geb, Fins 
gh, in their ſeveral Bulls, or other Diſcourſes rela- 
= to this Saint. — becauſe Teſtimonials wy 
nothing, perhaps, when urg'd the w way, t 
reaſon is altogether as Ar 323 they call 
Hereticks, as a naked Authority; | hall how, That 
this RR of Agent iy undeniably conſequent, beth, 
upon the Doctrine and Practice of their Church \ 
1 A \ 

Firſt, Upon the Doctrine. The reaſon aſſign'd 
for the Worſhip of Images in the Council of Trent, 
is, Becauſe the Honour which: is —— 4 


referr'd, or, as the ſecond Council. of Nice mare 
ly expreſs it, den ſins, paſs nn, or go 


to the Prototypes which they repreſent; Now, fays 
Aguinas , who quotes this Reaſon Damaſus, 


o +1... Workig 


? 
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Worſhip that is given to the Prototype, Chriſt Rimtelf, 
is certainly /atria, and conſequently fo muſt that be too 
which is 2 en to his Image ; for otherwiſe how can the 
Wotſyp be faid' to be retirr'd to, or paſs on, from the 
One to the Orher, if it be not the ſame, but « diſſerent 
fort of Worſh'p? 

A Reaſoning this, as old at the ſecond Councit of 
Nite it felt, where it is ug d, withoer the leaft Contra- 
dictton, by Jh the Vicar of the Oriental B. ſhops ; 
and they may retute it at their leiſure, unleſs, by a mo- 
dern fort of Logick, ir be Anſwer fufficient to difavow 
a Conſequence evidently deduc'd from Principles allow'd, 
i. e to bold full the Premiſes, ard yet deny the C. 


Bar, ſecondly, this Doctrine of Aue is moſt unde- 
niably conſequemt upon the Practice of the Church, the 
beſt ent upon her Doctrine; and that in relation, 
at pars Oh to the Images of the Croſs ; where | hall 
need any bart y 0 folate the Prayers addreſſed to them, 
and then leave"any man to judge whether or no the 

Docter of the Schools, dds Followers, who ex- 
preſly found their Opinion thereupon, concerning the 
"her; that is to be given them. did not argue like Men 
GM both rh Singerity and Logiok which were to be 
deſir d in later 'Wrivers of that Communion, In their 
Breviary dem, dfas good Authority as the Council of 
Trent could make it, by whoſe Order it was reſtored, 
we ſind this Hymn to the Crofs : Arbor decora & fulgida 
— ropeat the words in their own Language, for 


— Arr orvata Regis gur purd, electa 


. 2 222 
11 ei 
de ee. wr prin fubjoyns : 

9 — — 


0 
auabilt#, ſanitior univerfis, que ſola fuiſti digna =— 
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r lg Jos 
erens , cſentem cater vam, in tis bode 
— congregatam. Where the Cru, the Arbor decora, 
eletla dige Hipite, and the dulce /ignum, to which theſe 
notable Petitions are addreſſed, are fo expreſly diſtin- 
guiſh'd from the ſanda membra, the talent mundi, 
dulcia pendera, which they bore upon them, that tis 
not in the power of all the Figures in Rhetgnck to con 
ſtrue them as put up to Chrilt himſelf, unleſs Chriſt 
may be ſtild the Croſs, the 7ree, the Word, choſen of a 
worthy Trank, as well as the Perſon that hung upon it. 
And, but to add one word. more; The Rubrick in the 
Pontifical, determining the manner of Proceſſion at the 
Reception of the Emperour, orders the Crofs of the 
Legate to have the Right-hand, gia deletur ei latria, 
without any diſtinct on, or farther explication of the 
term. 

t to what l have prov'd from Authorities very little 
inferiour to a poſuive Decree of Council, be oppos d 
the ſilence of the Treut-Fathers in the matter, ( and 
| ſee nothing elſe at preſent that can be objected : ) 
| anſwer ; 


Firſt, That their ſilence ina Point which they oughe 
to have condemn'd, had they diſliked, ought certainly to 
paſs for a tacue Approbation. Second?y, That I have 
already made it appear trom the Reaſon of Image Worſhip 
aſlignad in the very Decree of the Council, that the 
Images of Chriſt are to be worſhip'd with /arria, the 
molt proper Divine 'Worſhip imaginable. Thirdly, That 
they (lll retain'd thoſe Prayers and Hymns to the Croſs, 
which the beſt Heads of that Communion 
their Opinions upon, as is evident from the Breviary 
reſtored by their Order, publiſh'd and revis'd _ by 

Dz Ve» 
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ſevcral of their Popes. And fourthly and la, That 
the Council plainly enough countenances this Doctrine, 
as well as any other ; for, defining only in general, That 
PO Worſt ip and Veneration is to be given them, any 
man certainly may give the Images of Chriſt, and the 
Crofs, the Worſhip of ra, who thinks it their doe ; 
eſpecially when back d with the Practice of the Church, 
the beſt Expoſitor of what the Council meant by their 
due Worſbip. 

And thus much in proof, That the internal Vencration 
of the Mind is paid to Images. After which, it will be 
no hard matter to prove, that the acts of external Ado- 
ration are perform'd to them likewiſe , tho vpon the 
account of their relation to their Originals, which alters 
not the Objeit, but only the Reaſon of fuch Worſhip. 
And for this I might appeal, not only to the Epiſtle of 
Tarafns, Patriarch of Conſtantinople at the time of the 
ſecond Nicene Council, to Conflantize and Trene, beſides 
inflaite other places, but to the very Definition of that 

il in the ſeventh Action, where they are anathe- 
matiz'd who deny it. I only obſerve, that the word by 
which the Council expreſſes ſuch Worſhip, is, vep7nvmax;, 
the ſame whereby the Holy Ghoſt Ril'd that which the 
Devil requir d of our Saviour; which Tarafss, in the 
forementioned Epiſtle,explains by the exterior actions of 
Kiſling, Bou ing, Proſtration, Cc the internal ſignification 
of which Actions he there affirms to be improv'd and 
avgmented by the addition of the Prepoſition ve, to 
the obfolcte Greet word ] to all which that Coun- 
cil adds, in its very Definition, the burning of Lights 
and Incenſe. As for the Synod of Trent, which con- 
firms it, the Fathers there expreſſy decree the exterior 
acts of Adoration to be done to Images. 


The 
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The Trent-Catechiſm tells us they are plac'd in the 
Church «t colantur, that they may be worthip'd. The 
Pontifical informs us, That in the BenediQtion of a 
new Croſs, the Prieſt, flexis ante crucem genibus, ipſam 
devote adorat & ofculatur. The Choir ſings, upon a Gesa. 
Friday, upon uncovering the Crois to the People, Ye- 
ite adoremus ; Which they accordingly periorm , by 
Proftration, and fuch-like Actions. The Head of the 
Church himſelf, good Man, on that day goes between 
tuo Cardinals 1 adorandum, to adore the Croſs, fays 
the Ceremonial, bow ing himſelf in great humility to it. 
Now all theſe exterior actions being perform'dwith all the 
Formalities, Occaſions, Circumſtancesand Solemmities, 
which the common ſenſe of Mankind pronounces fuffi- 
cient to denominate them Religious ; as, at ſet Times of 
Religious Worſkip, fix d Places of it, in Temples and be- 
fore Altars, with burning of Lights, oblation of Incenſe, 
and with Intention of worſhiping the Image r 
{ tor otherwiſe tis all but Mockery and Grimace, as ſe- 
veral of their own Authors irrtiragably argue, and a 
Man only plays the fool with an /mage, tor the fake of 
its Original; ) ſuch Actions, Tay, muſt therefore inevi- 
tably tall under the Notion of Religious Adoration, a ne- 
ceſſary part of Religious Worſhip z and conſequently 
Religious Worſhip, as it relates to the actions of both 
Body and Mind, is given to Images themſelves in the 
Church of N me. 

But becauſe theſe Men have fought out many Inven- 
tions to vacate rather the force of this Law, than totally 
to recede from a Doctrine and Practice repugnant to it, 
when once decreed ty Inftallible Church: let us, in the 
laſt place, briefly examine how they qualifie the mat- 
ter, and palliate the Cure which they reſolve not to 


per ſect. 
And 
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And frf, os to the Images of the Trinity, which he 
muſt be a very bold man who aſirms it unlawful either 
to make or to worſhip in the Church of Awe they tell 
us, That they are not intended for Repreſentations of 
the Divime Nature as it 15 in it felt, but only of the Ap- 
pearances of the Drvine Perſons ; as of our Saviour in an 
Humane Form, of the Holy Ghoſt in the Shape of a 
Dove, &c. 

To which tis anſwer'd briefly, i. That unlefs they 
can ſhow how any thing can be repreſented otherwiſe 
than according to its Appearances, or that an Heathen 
PhiYias, Apelles, or others, ever ſet up for carving or 
painting Natures and Souls, Inviſibilities, Abſtraction, 
and Eſſences, this diſtinction muſt be vain and inſigni- 
ficant ; and juſt as it « Prince, having made it Trealon 
by an expreſs Law to draw his Picture, a Criminal 
ſhould think to come off by alledging that he drew indecd 
his Face and his Body, but not his Soul, or his reaſona- 
ble Nature Second!y, | ſay, That God having prohibited 
all Repreſentations of himiclt whatſoever, u hether they be 
likene ſſes of gt imFHeaven above, or in che Farth beneath, 
or tm the Water under theEarth; he has conſequently forbid 
all Repreſentations of his Appearances ; tor they muſt be 
in the Likeneſs of ſome of the things betore mentioned. 
And thirdly, Task upon what grounds the Repreſentations 
of ſuch Appearances, as that of an 0/4 Mas for God the 
Father, and of a Dove for God the Holy Ghoſt, which 
are meer Repreſentations of Creatures not perionally 
united to the Godhead, rot even during ſuch Appear- 
ances, much lefs in their Reprelcntations, come to be the 
Obyect ot Religious Worſhip, 


Others 


[ 
c 
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Others therefors among them, theſe, or the 
like Conſiderations, Leing inſinitely aliz'd, as well 
they may, at this horrible Practice, yet think them- 
ſelves without the reach of rhe Prohibition of this Law, 
in worſhiping Chriſt by an Image, ſince the actual hy- 
poſtatical Union of the Humane to the Divine Nature 
in him, here upon Earth. 

Bur that this is by no means fufficient to juſtifie the 
Worſhip of Chriſt by a Repreſentation of an Humane 
Form, will appear from thus ſingle Conſideration, That 
he being the proper Ol ct of our Worſhip, upon the 
account of his Gedbead only, that Law which forbids 
Men to worſhip C. by any Images or Figures of him, 
muſt likewiſe forbid them to worthip Chriſt ſo too, who 
is Ged. Had indeed the aſſuming of our Nature contri- 
buted any thing towards the Glory of the Divine, there- 
by founding, as it were, a farther Reaſow» of Workhip, 
there might then have been ſome ſpecious Colour for 
wogſhiping him ſtill by Repreſentatians of it: But ſince 
this tormof a Servant was fo far from being a freſh ac- 
ceſſion to, that it was the very emptying himſelf of his 
Glory, it muſt needs be very prepoſtrous and abſurd to 
think of honouring him by that, much more by the 
dead tenſclels Figure of the very exterior Lincaments of 
that, not capable of any Umon with him, which he 
thought ſo infinitely debafing of his Nature, whilſt, for 
our lakes, he bore it about him. 

A third Colour by which they would render this 
Practice plauſible, are thoſe words in the Trent Decree, 
which ſorbid us to believe avy Divinity or Fire in Ima- 
ges for which they ought ra be worſhipped, to demand any 
favour of them, or 2 any truſt in them, as the Gentiles 
did. Which words, 


lays the Biſhop of Meazx, arc 
fo many Characters to diſtinguiſh pan em TO 
0 
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To which I return, fi, That the Prohibition in the 
Law extending to all manner of Imrges without excepti- 
on, or diſtinction of ſuch as are believ'd to have Virtue 
and Divinity in them, and fuch as are not ; we expect 
better Reaſon than any yet offer for reſtraining the 
Prohibition to an particular kind of them. Secondly, 1 
abſolutely deny that the Heathens, unle's the very Beaſts 
of the People, (and thoſe may find Paraſſeis enough in 
our oppoſite Communion) had fuch groſs and forriſh 
Conceptions of their Images, as the Council and their 
Writers would fix upon them; as has been touch d upon 
before, and is ſo clearly made out by ſeveral good hands 
already, that I might fafely omit it, had 1 tim ro inſiſt 
upon it here. All the Virtue and Divinity that they 
thought lodg'd in them, if we will believe their own 
Teſtimony in Arnobizs, was only ſuch as they conceiv'd 
did derive from their Conſecration to ſuch an Uſe. Where- 
in, I fay, thirdly, the Romaniſts ſeem equally guiky, 
Witneſs the many notable Miracles, reported of their 
Images, by no lefs Authority than that of the wife Fa- 
thers of the ſecond Nixene Council. Witneſs the known 
Practice of Pilgrimages to =o of them, rather than to 
others. Witnels ſeveral of their own Authors, who a- 
ſure us, That Chriſt himſelf is moſt truly belicv'd to be 
preſent in them after a particular manner. Witneſs, laſtly, 
what is unqueſtionable Authority, the Prayers extant 
in the Pontifical and Ceremmial, us d to this day in the 
Benediction of the Images of the Croſs, · and the Con- 
ſecration of Agz«s De#'s : As that, particularly, to omit 
ſeveral others, wherein the Prieſt prays, That the very 
Lignam Crucis, the Wood of the Croſs which he dedi- 
cates, on purpoſe az it were to bar all Figures in the 
Conſtruction, may be a wholfom Remedy to Mankind, 


a ſtreng- 


Az 
Dei s, the Head of che Church — to — 
the buſineſs, prays, That they may receive Vertue, ar 
virtatem accipiant, againſt all the Wiles of the Devil, 
Tempeils, «ors, Adverſines, Falling ſickneſs, Fires, 
Miſcarriages in Women, Iniquities, and what not 2 and 
that they who carry them about them, p them, 
adds another Prayer, may partake of the Benefas of choſe 
great aod trenſcendent Virtues they are endow'd with. 
Aſter which I defire only to know, i, Whiether or no 


we rationally preſume, that fuch Virrues 
21 come info a ſhare of the Nr _—_— 


_—_— is given to ſuch 17 yn the Croꝶ 

2 after Conſecration — 
— no the Biſhop of Meaxx — — 
with that Sincerity and good Faith —— become 
a Perſon of his Character and U he tells 
us; that they attribute no other Yirtae- — but 
n them the remembrance of thoſe they 
reprewne, 

"The lourth and la Aſylum they fly to. is the diſtin- 
Ction of Worſhip into mferior and relative, given to 
mages and Sroerergy and Abjalzee, rexminated upon 
their Otiginals 

Now that theſe terms, how plauſible foever, can have 
no place in the preſent buſineſs of Divine Worſhip, will 
appear from the conſideration of the reaſon; why they 
came to be uſed, and that was their, 4 to 
the nature 2 1 from — 
they came very to be apphed to 
of Religious Werdg A len lade whole Species from 
them. The ceafon of Civil A hk are Civil Excellen- 

CCS, 


T I Pafcoarſe concmwriag 
cies ; and che reaſon of the diſſerett degrees of chem 
the diſterent Excellencies, orders, Stations, and Capaci- 
— = Rr therefore 

ven to them in diſſerent meafares, and by diſſerert 
— 


 - But now the properReaſen of Religious Worthip 

ing the Soverai "ind Powe of Almghr 
Ca nad being urterly incommuniceble to 
ture, winch is infinitely diſtant in its whole nature and 
kind, how excellent foever n be, neither can any part or 
—— is founded — 
in wharſoever be given to any t 

—.—— and thereforer ho I may 2 ien 
ee, degpecs of civil reſpodt to a Subſeck, without 
intre pon the Honour due to @ King ; > 
caſe they are both of the ſame tind of Beings, 
which civil belong, differing not ſpecifically in in 
their Natures, — — — — — 
i cheretore an erh degree of Religious =_— 
— — Imege, or any 
God, which is a Creature ſtill, becauſe it is different o 
the mbole kind from him, as different only as Finite is 
from Infinite, and does not in the leaſt parrake of the 


reaſon of fuch worthip. And therefore, - = Se 
may Honour my Prince, as the —— 
— — Image for his ſake, — 
, and i » Bing of ee . 
—— of Honour 
it ; yet cannot | worſhip God by "au Laws, 
— reaſon of the natural — of the 
; bur beczuſe he has expreſſy prohibited 
D Worlip and as a Reaſon thereof, has been pleas'd 
to ucquaint us, that He's a Being of fuch 4 Glorious and 
la- 


the Worſhip of Tanger $1 
Infinite Nature, as neither can be repreſented, nor re- 
ceive any honvar by Graven 

recuble to u hat has been we may obſerve that 
the Law now before us prohiſtues che fort of wor- 
ſhip that we can beſtow on them, the external 
acts of bowing down to , and the like, as the Texr 
words it ; that in a relative ſenſe too, it being the 
fcope and n the 
Worſhip of God by them, as we have before evine d 
Thus likewife che worſhip which the Devil requi d of 
our bleſſed Lord, was no more than the bare exterior 
ack of falling denn, not only te, but before Him, as we 
have before obſerv'd out of St. Late, which yer 
our Saviour denied him; and that not upon conſidera - 
rions peculiar to that internal Spirit. bur for ſuch a Rea- 
ſon as will hold againſt any Creature, 'and mych 
more its vw becauſe God, the Grear God, was the 
only true an n Ac- 
cordingty we find the F 114 ing upog 
theſe rwo now alledged, ir lea: 
ble with all uſe of [mages in the buſine of Divine Wor- 
ſhip; and indeed had they once broke in upon theſe 
compreheaſlve Precepts, as compreheniſive as words 
make them, by Salvo's and the traſh and 
refuſe of School · Divinity, it cannot de i 
how they could have oppugn'd the Heathen Phi 
in this particular, who generally acknowledging one fu- 
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How could they , if the buſineſs of relative Worſhip 
had then been thought ſufficient to excuſe from Idola- 
try, even where the ultimate Object is right, have con- 
dema'd the Gnoſtic: of it, who terminated the worſhip 
they gave to of Chriſt upon Chriſt himſelf, as is 
on all hands confeſſed > How could hey, again, admit- 
ting this diſtinction, ſo unanimouſly have pronounc'd 
the Arrians Idolaters, for worſhipping Chriſt under the 
notion of a Creature, notwithſtanding thoſe Hereticks 
alledg'd they u orſhiped Him = as the Image of God 
the Father, upon whom they a«/timately terminated the 
the worſhip which they relatively gave to him? So re- 
pugnant are their diſtinctions with the comprehenſive 
Precepts of God, in relation to his Worſhip, and the 
ſenſe - 4 pureſt Antiquity, the beſt Rules we have 
to walk by. 

I might farther, in the laſt place, evidently diſplay 
the L + inconſiſtency of one diſtinction, and of one 
Doctor's Opinion, with another in this matter, but 
that the time will not give me leave; and therefore I 
ſhall content my ſelf, to ſhut up this Argument with this 
brief Reflection, That the repugnancies amongſt them, 
and the almoſt uniotelligible fubtilties they are driven to 
in deſence 2 nh reſpective — —n fps this _—_ 
are, upan the to any unprejudic d perſon, a ſtr 
indication of a deſperate cauſe. * 

And now is it not an amazing conſideration, to find 
the worſhip of thoſe things grown up into an Article of 
our Chriſtian Faith, and a condition of Salvation it ſelf, 
which ſome of the ableſt Writers of the pureſt Ages of 
the Church, ſuch as Clemens of Alexandria, Origen and 
Tertwlljan | t it unlawful for a Chriſtian even to 
make, which the Fathers of thoſe and after-times 


rall thought improper, at leaſt, for the Ch of 


God; 
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e 
upon the unhappy y wou! 
ow proper motives to draw the Genrile world, who 
been wid to them, to their Aſſemblies, and the 
Chriſtian Profeſſion ; and were of no other than orna- 
mental and hiſtorical uſe there ; which, when began firſt 
to be worſhip'd, had no other Votaries than the igno- 
rant and ſuperſtitious; and which no part of the whole 
ChriſtianC'urch ever made any object of Religious ado» 
ration for Seven hundred eighty ſeven yrars together; 4 
Doctrine, nouriſh'd in its growth,. Hy notoriods Treaſon” 
and Rebellion, advanc'd and confirm'd by trifling Rea-- 
ſanings, frivolous or falſe Qyorarions, fabglous Gories b 
by Miracles, and all that idle traſh extant, God te 
anked, at this day in that glorious Council of Nr, 
which firſt eſtabliſn d Paby-worſhip by « Law; 1D. 
Qrine and Practice that orig) deriv'd trom Gentile 
ſuperſtition ; remains an ev ing obſtruction to the 
Converſion of the Few; is without the leaſt coumtenanet 
rom the written VVord of God, ih che cbnſeſſtion & 
cer Adverfaries themſelves ; the very Council of Nice, 
the great Aquinas, ' Suarez, and others, founding it only © * 
upon that hopeful” Baſis of 1 know not what Tradition: 
A Practice, laſtly. not only beſides the Rule of our Re. 
hgjon, but a repognant to the Nature and Ge- 
nius of the vw it requires, a worſhip” in Spirit and® 
Truth, that wovld be perform'd wirh as deep an »b 
ſtraction from ſenſe, as the complex d condition of hu- 
manity will admit; 2 — — ht to — — 
its great object above, in a rays wil 
— oe devotion, without the leaſt refraction from ſen- | 
ſible intermediate Objes, which clog, retard, and fre- 
ly cut ſhort its flight in any ones experience, who 
attends to the Actions of his own mind in this „ 
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And therefore , are Images (o nn 
ſtance to us in our Devotions, as is pretend 
Thar firſt, as to the Vulgar, the far greateſt Part eve- 
ry where, and who carry no diſtinctions to Church 
with them, they.. inevitably plunge them into the 
Commillion of the moſt craſs and profound id 2 
as has been frequently and tadly complain d of by ie- * 
eee is, at this 
a epl e Spetacle in t Countries , 
whom theſs dumb laſtructors of the Ignorant, as they 
eng them thought, abound in greateſt numbers. 


ey, * the Devotion of the moſt intelligent 
Perſons eſcape conſiderable Corruption 

Sis this way of Worſhip ; which I think 

from hence, That the wiſeſt Men 

2 , as. well as the reſt, 

t 4 1 ce in my ones experi- 

and con- 


t the Worſhip of e, 
citar, at ab ©) * FRO 


ſuch, Actions as — they pleats; God, who knows 
what is in Man, beater than he himſelf is acquainted 


who ——— Sin, caſts his Laus behind 
him, ſays in MS Heart, God fees it not, or that the God 
of Iiroe Aas. and the like, tho no Man 
never ed over any ly intended , or thoughe of any ſuch 
5 the Commiſſion of his Sin, and 
"Ft * rea y to deny the Juſtice of the lmputation ; 
which et, 22 appears undeniably true, 
every ſuch Sin imply l os DE — degree of 
Atheiſm, as the Divine it. Let us 
therefore make his declared Will, not our fooliſh hack 
tions, the Rule and Standard of his Worſhip; aud 
why ſhould it not be the meaſure of that, as well as 
of our Obedience to any other of his Commands? Let 
us in « word, heartily bleſs God for the Reformation of - 
our Church, from the Fopperies and Idolatrous Pra- 
Qices of the Ronyſb Communion ; and never "or 
Fear, Cowardice, = Fr whe of Mind, Tem 
neſs and Indi neereft, or any other a 
— Bow nn em or Proteftant, our 
excellent and cſlabliſh'd Profeſſion, till we find another 
more Orthodox in her Doctrine, or more pure and decent 


in her Worſhip; and then who knows how ſooh God 
may ariſe, and have Mercy upon our Sn; for it is time, 
0 that thou have Mercy upon Her, yea, the time 
is come. 
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Books lately Printed for Richard Chiſu ell. 


N Parrich Parable of the Pilgrim. The 6b Edidon Corrected. 
—— Expoſition of rbe Ten Commandments 8. 

— Private Prayer to be vicd in difficult times. 

— Sermon before the Prince of Orange at St. James's , 20th January, 1598. 

-— — Sermon before the Queen at Wheel, March i. 1689. 

Dr. Burnt Colletion of Tradks and Diſcourſes, written after the Diſcovery 
of the Popilh Plot, f om the years 1618, ro 1635, To which is added, A Let- 
ter nen to Dr Berner, giring an Account of Cardinal Pools Secrer Powers, 
The HRory of the [Powder Treafun , with s Vindication of the Proceedings 
thereupon. An Imparial Conbderation of the Fire eite Dying Speeches, 
who were execured for the Popith Plot. 1699 
—— Hs Vindication of the Ordinations of the Church of K In which is 
demonitrated, that a rhe Eſſentials of Ordinarion, to the Practice 
of rhe Primitive and Greek Churches are (till retained in our 
— R on the Relation of the Englich Reformation, late'y Printed at 
Oxford. In wo Parts gas 
»— Ao\madverſions on the Refletions upon Dr. BURNET: Travels. %@ 
— Refleftions on +» Paper, intieuled his Mikcſtics Restes for wihdrawing 
him'elf from Rechbeſten. 

— — > Enqury into the Prefent Feste of Affe, and in particular, whether 
we owe Allegiance to the King in theie Creumitances? And whether we are 
bound to Treat with Him, and ca"! him back or ao? 

— ——» A Sermon Preached in St James's Chappe! before the Prince of Orange 
23d. Deceraber, ' 688. 

w— A Sermon Preacbed before the Houſe of Commons, 31 Janwery, en. 
being the TAU eng dry for the Deliverance of this Kingdom from Popery 
and Arvitrary Power. » 

- His Eabreen Papers relating to the Aﬀairs of Church and este, during 
the Reign of King Tama: the Sec Sevemern whereof were written in Hel- 
land, and fit Priatet there; the other at Err, ſoon after the Prince of 
Orange Leoding 1n [amd. 4 

A ger 10 * Contstaing 2 Cenfure of Mr. Le unt 
Hiſtory of Sims Hears the Ergbrb's Divorce. To which is added, 2 Cenſure of 
Mr. oe Mebuy'sHiftory of t e Variations of the Protestant Churches, Yoge- 
ther with Ge further Reflections on Mr. Le Grand. 1685. 
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